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IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
STATE OF UTAH 
SALT LAKE CITY, A BRIEF OF APPELLEE 
Municipal Corporation, : 
Plaintiff/Appellee, : CASE NO. 920144-CA 
vs. : 
Priority 2 
EDWARD J. PARKER, : 
Defendant/Appellant. : 
STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
This court has jurisdiction over appeals from the Circuit 
Court pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §78-2a-3(d)(1990). 
STATEMENT OF ISSUES 
I. APPELLANT'S CASE SHOULD BE DISMISSED FOR 
FAILURE TO CITE TO THE RECORD AND SUPPORTING 
LEGAL AUTHORITY. 
II. APPELLANT IS NOT ENTITLED TO A JURY TRIAL 
FOR AN INFRACTION. 
STANDARD OF REVIEW 
A trial court's findings of fact will not be overturned 
unless they are "clearly erroneous." State v. Moosman, 794 P.2d 
474 (Utah 1990). 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
On January 7, 1992, appellant was involved in a traffic 
accident at approximately 1842 South Redwood Road, Salt Lake 
City. He was issued a citation for violation of Salt Lake City 
Ordinance §12.3 6.010, Speed and Operation to Conform to Existing 
Conditions, an infraction. Appellant appeared and entered a plea 
of not guilty. A bench trial, was held on March 4, 1992, at which 
point appellant was provided a copy of the formal information, 
also charging a violation of §12.36.010. It does not appear from 
the docket that appellant either requested a continuance, 
expressed an unwillingness to proceed, or indicated any inability 
to understand the charges. 
Troy Lundberg, the other party in the accident, and Officer 
Halls, Salt Lake City Police Officer, testified for the city. 
Defendant testified in his own behalf and called no other 
witnesses. Appellant was convicted and fined $80* 
SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 
Appellant has chosen not to provide the court a copy of the 
trial transcript. This court is, thus, unable to provide 
meaningful appellate review of the issues raised. The courts 
have previously ruled that absent meaningful citations to the 
record and applicable case law, an appellate court will not rule 
on the argument. Absent reference to the record, the court will 
assume regularity of the lower court proceedings. 
No jury trial is allowed in the case of an infraction. 
ARGUMENT 
I: APPELLANT'S CASE SHOULD BE DISMISSED FOR FAILURE TO 
CITE TO THE RECORD AND SUPPORTING LEGAL AUTHORITY. 
Appellant raises several issues including insufficiency of 
the evidence, failure to notify him of the charges and 
inappropriateness of the officer's testimony concerning 
appellant's admissions. Appellant chose, however, not to provide 
a transcript of the proceedings, precluding any meaningful 
appellate review of the evidence. Furthermore, appellant does 
not cite to any legal authority in support of his position. 
Failure to cite to the record, normally requires the 
reviewing court to assume regularity in the trial proceedings. 
State v. Olmos, 712 P.2d 287 (Utah 1986). This court has also 
declined to rule on issues not supported by legal analysis or 
authority. State v. Sterger, 808 P.2d 122 (Utah App. 1991) 
(applying State v. Amicone, 689 P.2d 1341 (Utah 1981)). 
Absent the record of the trial, appellee is unable to 
respond to alleged deficiencies, either factually or legally. 
Moreover, appellant has failed to demonstrate that Judge Reese's 
decision was clearly erroneous as required in Moosman, 794 P.2d 
474. 
II. APPELLANT IS NOT ENTITLED TO A JURY TRIAL 
FOR AN INFRACTION. 
Rule 17, Utah Rules of Criminal Procedure reads in pertinent 
part: "No jury shall be allowed in the trial of an infraction." 
CONCLUSION 
Based upon the foregoing, appellee requests the Court to 
dismiss this appeal. 
DATED this V O ^ day of August, 1992. 
JANICE L. FROST 
Attorney for Plaintiff/Appellee 
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